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MEMORANDUM OF TRANSMITTAL 





To: Members of Senate Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs 
and other western Senators. 

From: Clinton P. Anderson, chairman, Subcommittee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation. 

Subject: Accelerated reclamation program. 

A hearing has been set for Monday, March 31, on ways and means 
of advancing an accelerated reclamation construction program for 
fiscal year 1959 in the 17 Western States. The hearing will open at 
10 a. m. in room 224, Senate Office Building. All members and non- 
members from the West are invited to be present and participate. 

The accelerated program will be directed equally toward speeding 
up work on projects underway and to the objective of securing 
initial appropriations for ‘‘new starts’’ on authorized projects. 

On March 8, 1958, I released a suggested accelerated program to 
the press in response to a request from Senate Majority Leader 
Lyndon B. Johnson. The additional funds suggested for reclamation 
would have practically doubled the total in the fiscal year 1959 
budget submitted to the Congress in January. It also provided for 
new starts on 13 irrigation projects. 

Later the same day, the President announced that $71 million addi- 
tional funds would be recommended for reclamation. Approximately 
$46 million was for accelerated construction on projects for which 
initial appropriations had been made. ‘The remaining $25 million 
was under the samll projects loan program on non-Federal irrigation 
projects. 

No “new starts’’ were included in the President’s $46 million pro- 
posal. There was, however, a reversal of the previous Budget decision 
not to start construction of Navajo Dam (New Mexico), and to curtail 
the program on the Flaming Gorge Dam, Utah. Both of these dams 
are in the Colorado River storage project. A total of $15 million 
additional funds was proposed for these two dams supplementing ap- 
propriations previously provided by the Congress. 

In addition to high unemployment in many sections of the Western 
States, the West faces a crisis in connection with the reclamation 
program with the apparent adamant position of the Eisenhower ad- 
ministration against ‘‘new starts’ for fiscal year 1959. Under this 
procedure, within a few years, the only construction remaining will be 
on a few large dams in isolated sections of 4 or 5 States. 

Another urgent need is for additional general investigation funds 
so that the Bureau of Reclamation will be financed to prosecute more 
vigorously field work in preparing projects for construction or av thori- 
zation. My accelerated program provided $5 million additional for 
general investigations and advance planning or preconstruction in fiscal 
vear 1959. 
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I also provided $10 million for small-project loans during fiscal vear 
1959, as compared with $25 million in the President’s proposal. We 
in the committee, worked for the small-projects program and will 
cooperate in expediting consideration of appropriations under the 
Small Projects Act, as amended. 

Attention is called to the fact that the small- -projects proposals are 
“new starts’ for nonreclamation developments as contrasted with the 
bar to inaugurating construction on “new projects” authorized by 
Congress. Under the existing small-projects law, action by con- 
gressional committees is required before appropriations for individual 
developments can be expedited. 

Suggestions for additions to the accelerated construction program 
have come from many quarters since my March 8 announcement. 

In this connection, I mention that prior to developing the acceler- 
ated program, | endeavored to get suggestions from the Department 
of the Interior as to the make-up of a similar outline. When the 
information was not forthcoming, it was necessary to do the best we 
could with the information available to me and the staff. 

One particular item that has immediate and long-range potentials 
with respect to accelerating reclamation construction is the urgent 
need for additional funds for general investigations, advance plan- 
ning, or preconstruction work, pending actual appropriations for 
starting construction on new projects. 

For instance, concrete suggestions have come from Senator Francis 
Case, of South Dakota, to start four new developments in his State. 

The senior Senator from California (Mr. Knowland) has asked con- 
sideration of a proposal from the Shasta County (California) Depart- 
ment of Water Resources for consideration of the Cow Creek unit 
of the Trinity division, Central Valley project, California. 

The subcommittee will welcome suggestions from any other Senator 
in connection with the accelerated program, or otherwise. 

We are inviting the Director of the Budget, Secretary of the laterior, 
and the Commissioner of Reclamation to be present on March 31 and 
comment on the accelerated program, as well as make any suggestions 
they may desire. The same invitation is extended to all me mbers of 
the committee and our other colleagues from the 17 Western States. 

For your information, I am attaching exhibits as follows: 

(1) Copy of news release of March 8 to which is attached 
Proposed Accelerated Reclamation Construction Program (1l—a). 

(2) List of items included in President’s proposed allocation 
of additional funds for reclamation. 

(3) Copy of letter from Chairman Murray, dated March 14, 
1958. 

(4) News release by Chairman Murray, endorsing Anderson 
Accelerated Reclamation Program. 

(5) Letter from Senator Knowland, of California, to Chairman 
Murray, asking consideration of a proposal from his State. 

(6) Letter from Senator Case, of South Dakota, with sug- 
gestions. 

(7) Letter of February 10 and telegram of February 26, 1958, 
to Secretary Seaton from Senator Anderson. 

Cuinton P, ANDERSON, 
Chairman. 
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EXHIBIT 1 
ACCELERATED RECLAMATION PROGRAM 
(From the office of Senator Clinton P. Anderson, March 8, 1958) 


Senator Clinton P. Anderson today proposed, as a part of a Senate 
antirecession move, an accelerated $330 million reclamation construc- 
tion program for fiscal 1959. This is just about double the amount 
orepeear in the administration budget. 

Senator Anderson, chairman of the Senate Subcommittee on Irriga- 
tion and Reclamation, Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, said 
the proposed accelerated program would encompass 17 Western 
States and would provide immediate employment in many areas, 
It also would make money quickly available to consumers, he said. 

The program advanced by Senator Anderson was set forth in a 
report to Senate Majority Leader Lyndon B. Johnson, as support 
for two resolutions introduced Thursday by Senator Johnson, calling 
upon the administration to expedite urgently needed military and 
civil construction projects. Senator Anderson said the suggested 
program resulted from a subcommittee staff review ordered several 
weeks ago. 

The Anderson program would require a total of $330,629,000 
compared with $166,414,000 for construction and general investiga- 
tions provided for in the President’s budget for fiscal year 1959. 

Thirteen ‘new starts’ principally of small irrigation projects, are 
included in the speedup outline. The ‘new starts” are in the States 
of Colorado, Kansas, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, New Mexico, 
North Dakota, South Dakota, Texas, Utah, and Wyoming, 

Construction would also be carried on on projects in the other six 
States of the reclamation group—Arizona, California, Idaho, Okla- 
homa, Oregon, and Washington. 








EXHIBIT 1-/ 


Proposed accelerated reclamation construction program for 
1959 ' (Mar. 8, 1958) 


[Includes only currently authorized projects, and new starts as indicated. Does not 
which are to be Tey ted in fiscal year 1959 under current on 


l =" o 





fiscal year 


include projects 


| Recom- 
| President’s| mendation | Proposed | New 
State Project | budget for | increase | Starts 
| accelerated 
program 
Arizona __-_..........| Glen Canyon (CRSP)--___--_..-~..|$35, 000, 000 /$42, 500, 000 | | 87, 500, 000 | 
California. ann GARE VOMIOT on ocesencncess : | 36, 259, 000 | 41, 259, 000 | 000, 000 
| Distribution system__...__. eel | 5,000,000 | 000, 000 
Colorado ---..-.-- ..}| Colbran_.......... j ; 3, 281,000 | 5, 281,000 | 000, 000 | 
| Paonia (CRSP)_-_..---.-. | 3,000, 000 000,000 | Yes. 
Idaho ____...........| Little Wood River. ‘ 303,000 | 1, 303, 000 | 000, 000 | 
Mamita. i. tk Almena (MRBP). flies a | 1, 500, 000 | 000, 000 | Yes. 
SR ins ie tie ok Helena Valley (MRBP) ae | 2,000,000 | 3, 500,000 | 500, 000 | 
East Bench | ...| 2,500,000 500,000 | Yes 
Yellowtail (MRB P). . 8, 000, 000 000, 000 
Nebraska___-_- _| Ainsworth (MRBP)___- : 2, 000, 000 | 000,000 | Yes. 


Farwell (MRBP).....-.____.- 
Nevada-California_._.. Washoe (MRBP)---._--- Sotee sods 
New Mexico-_-_- Navajo Dam (CRSP)...__-- |. 


2, 000, 000 
2, 000, 000 


000,000 | Yes. 
000,000 | Yes. 


ponte 11,070, 000 | 11,070,000 | 
Middle Rio Grande__._..__- | 3, 628, 000 6, 628, 000 | 000, 000 
MeMillan Delta. [3 ‘ 1,000. 000 | 1,000,000 | Yes 
North Dakota_...__.| Garrison Diversion (MRBP) __- ise 3, 000, 000 000, 000 | 


PERE NNE re ENN mwront 
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Oklahoma._-____-_- .| Washita_. | 6,500,000 | 9,000,000 | 2, 500, 000 | 
Wee ---| Talent division (Rogue River)..... 8, 500, 000 | 11,000,000 | 2, 500, 000 | 
| Crooked River. ‘ 800, 000 1, 800, 000 , 000, 000 
South Dakota- --_---- | James River ground water (MRBP) OS 2, 000, 000 000,000 | Yes. 
ERR Es ERE E San Angelo._..___- $i) dcdsu }|_...........| 5,000,000 | 5,000,000 | Yes. 
Harlingen div ision (C ‘ameron |..------- -| 4, 500, 000 , 500,000 | Yes. 
County SP). | } | 
TI 65 toeel VOGT OU sic d cisnadacnser pet | 4,048,000 | 7,048,000 | 3,000, 000 | 
Vernal division (CRSP) --_-_- Bicsehe _....| 2,000,000 | 2,000,000 | Yes. 
Washington --__--__- Columbia Basin-__.- -----------} 7,395,000 | 12,895.000 | 5, 500, 000 | 
Wyoming-........--. | Flaming Gorge (CRSP)-_.......----- 2, 500, 000 12, 135, 000 9, 635, 000 
| Seedskadee (CRSP)._...............-]..-.-.-- a 3,000,000 | 3,000,000 | Yes 
Glendo (MRBP).-.-.-.-..---------..| 10, 563,000 | 13, 563,000 | 3,000, 000 | 
PEE, Ela ph nccecinacuncchsestdcdaccuca veces 720,000 | 2,200,000 | 1, 500, 000 | 
Colorado River | 
storage project. | 
Seeeeneee Mee Fon ech si tob lo dbo. | 1,653,000 | 3,153,000 | 1, 500, 000 | 
souri River Basin | | 
project. 
' 
ADDITIONAL ITEMS 
ro Eo A ee haul asak ade e eased gab dcecduc pent taoan suk $139, 205, 000 
General investigation increase (including advance planning and preconstruction ie dhhew nubthtahé al 5, 000, 000 
Rehabilitation and betterment..._.............-.-------.---- aia adin eahaddako> odo Sica 10, 000, 000 
Small projects (additional) .................-.......--.-.------------- piaddulWhdnatedstetJel 10, 000, 000 
Total recommended increase_-__-----..-.-- padiemesdddchddccenhgaadlagiong eben uke 164, 205, 000 
President’s fiscal year 1959 budget..................-.----.---.--- 4addb 5 Sbsbbeob06 ae vi Se? 166, 414, 000 
Recommended total reclamation program, fiscal year 1959.............-......-.--..-.-- 330, 629, 000 
1 Symbols: 


CRSP = Colorado River storage project. 
MRBP = Missouri River Basin project. 
SP = Small projects. 
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EXHIBIT 2 


Reclamation items making up President’s proposed $71,000,000 increased 
allocation of additional appropriations for fiscal year 1959 (March 8, 

















1958) 
Original Additiona 
allowance allowance 
proposed 
Upper Colorado project: 
INNIS, DIINO. cones esis cscnstcsencg dia cen anne aieseueang a $35, 000, 000 $14, 000, 000 
Deer iit, Dine nnn eke Se Li sii de 7, 000, 000 
Utah, Flaming Gorge.............- nent diédiaen ddan alam. 2, 500, 000 8, 000, 000 
RTE CUI I nk Sah 5 ecco keccendscncunbactackbuquchiadosbanadl 720, 000 50, 000 
Missouri Basin project: 
I, II I ns wil apei wel qua guneses ngeapehinaieeinmarentmeeane 2, 000, 000 538, 000 
Nebraska-Kansas, Bostwick_---.. iewce ck bleh Or Sip Seo Sodas | 1, 136, 000 654, 000 
Nebraska, Frenchman-Cambridge..-...................--.--..-----.---- 2, 900, 000 900, 000 
Wr penne: GR a bc ncaa nn cite tee dnd ce cecdtasedeiocisssaaks 10, 563, 000 437, 000 
Regular reclamation projects: 
CONE. CUETO WBE oc ncncnscucunncunceesepescansscuhepeedhaansia 36, 259, 000 7, 000, 000 
Cia Rr as ane Soh ii th cee 3, 281, 000 1, 337, 000 
ne I oii bin netobnienimmnios ion apntcanwih 303, 000 380, 000 
Dg RR ELS a A Sees P 1, 620, 000 380, 000 
Oregon, Talent division, Rogue River_................---..-.....--.--.- 8, 500, 000 1, 000, 000 
Utah, Weber Basin........._- dad tukbapesstsdiakendtbartitdah+iusaline 4, 048, 000 1, 225, 000 
We: GE: AGI «| o sisinnec: nacinbndncéenishmadasos se 7, 395, 000 2, 605, 000 
NS aero tre eg Si han leew cnaenanaceene eel Pains Pp diodes 116, 225, 000 45, 536, 000 
Sem CORPO NOON 5 6 5k Op ~ diab hd nkhnecind hin hon sein sbndpidhhehene lb ocdeephelipelnbseensed 25, 000, 000 
etal TA Pre A BIR va cc cits ncestccnnecddndincsnatinscuipeenveaceed 70, 536, 000 





1 Total for remaining projects for which no additional allotment is proposed $45,232,000 





EXHIBIT 3 
LETTER FROM SENATOR MURRAY (MONTANA) 


Unirep Srares SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
March 14, 1958. 
Hon. Cuinton P. ANDERSON, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Irrigation and Reclamation, 
United States Senate. 


Dear Senator Anperson: Allow me to congratulate you on the 
accelerated reclamation construction program for fiscal year 1959 
which you released on March 8 in your report to Senate Majority 
Leader Lyndon Johnson. You certainly presented a forward-looking 
device, not only to aid unemployment in the West but to help us catch 
up with water resource development in our section of the country 
that has been so sadly neglected in recent years. 

Contrasted with President Eisenhower’s less than half-way meas- 
ures, your program proposes to make headway, especially with a dozen 
or so “new starts” of irrigation developments. You are aware, of 
course, that the President’s program rejected any ‘‘new starts.” A 
copy of the President’s $71 million supplemental program, announced 
on March 8, is attached. 

I took the liberty of commenting favorably on your program in a 
news release on March 10. A copy of my comments is attached. 

In order that all the members of the Senate Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs and the other Senators from the 17 Western States 
may have this information, I am sending a copy of this letter, with the 
enclosures listed, to the personal attention of each of them. 

I hope you will continue to press to bring the accelerated reclamation 
program into action. You will have my full cooperation, as well as 
that of our colleagues from the West, I am sure. 

Sincerely, 
James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

Attachments: 

1. News release of March 8, 1958, with Senator Anderson’s accelerated 
reclamation program of $164 million increase for fiscal year 1959. 

2. President’s proposed $71 million supplemental reclamation program for 
fiscal year 1959, announced March 8, 1958. 

3. News release of March 10, 1958, Murray Endorses Anderson Program, 

Copy to: 


Senator Jackson Senator Church Senator Kuchel 
Senator O’ Mahoney Senator Malone Senator Barrett 
Senator Bible Senator Watkins Senator Goldwater 
Senator Neuberger Senator Dworshak Senator Allott 
Senator Carroll 


(The foregoing are members of the Senate Committee on Interior and Insular 
Affairs.) 


Other Senators from the 17 Western States: 
Senator Magnuson Senator Langer Senator Schoeppel 
Senator Morse Senator Young Senator Carlson 
Senator Knowland Senator Mundt Senator Kerr 
Senator Mansfield Senator Francis Case Senator Monroney 
Senator Bennett Senator Hruska Senator Lyndon Johnson 
Senator Hayden Senator Curtis Senator Yarborough 
Senator Chavez 
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EXHIBIT 4 
News Release (March 14, 1958) 


SENATOR MURRAY ENDORSES ANDERSON RECLAMATION 
PROGRAM 


Senator James E. Murray (Democrat), Montana, chairman of the 
Senate Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, today endorsed 
an accelerated reclamation construction program for fiscal year 1959 
in the 17 Western States, proposed Saturday by Senator Clinton P. 
Anderson (Democrat), New Mexico, chairman of the Irrigation and 
Reclamation Subcommittee. 

The Anderson accelerated program, announced March 8, proposes 
to double the President’s reclamation regular budget estimates for 
fiscal year 1959. The accelerated program provides for a $330 
million program with 13 new projects to be started. 


I note President Eisenhower proposes only an additional $46 million for recla- 
mation construction plus $25 million for small project loans for a total of $71 
million— 


Senator Murray said. 


The President included no new starts of reclamation projects. This is dis- 
appointing and most distrubing. It is poor business, in view of the fact that 
reclamation projects more than pay for themselves and return money to the 
Treasury in new taxes, as well as costs. 

And it is downright dangerous, in view of the fact that President Eisenhower’s 
‘no new starts” policy contrasts with a tremendous upsurge of water-resource 
development by the Soviet Union, as shown in recent hearings by our committee 
and the Public Works Committee. 

. While I commend the President for his turn-about to favor at least some 
additional funds for reclamation, after holding out against any increase, his 

roposal for only $71 million is wholly inadequate to curb unemployment in the 
Vest-— 


Senator Murray added. 


It is at best only a quarter loaf, if that, and fails to provide enough funds to do 
the job in any of the States. In fact, if anything, it may be necessary to hike 
the Anderson program to half a billion dollars or more for reclamation construc- 
tion im order to get the unemployed in the West on jobs. 

The. fact that the President’s program fails to include any new starts on 
reclamation projects will disappoint the West. He suggests $25 million for loans 
to itrigation districts under the Small Projects Act, which will be helpful in re- 
habilitating existing systems, but will not give the reclamation program the shot 
in‘ the arm it requires if it is to be a real instrument, as it can be, to combat 
unemployment in the West. 

Montana has the largest percentage of unemployment of any State in the 
West, but the only items for my State are for a Fort Peck transmission line, of 
$380,000, and an additional $538,000 for the Helena Valley unit. Far more 
could be used in my State, as well as elsewhere in the West. 

In sharp contrast with this meagre recognition of a critical economic situation 
the Anderson program would provide $8 million to start Yellowtail Dam and 
powerplant'on the Big Horn River. In addition, Senator Anderson would start 
construction of the East Bench unit with $2,500,000 and inerease the budget 
estimate for Helena Valley unit from $2 million to $3,500,000. 

In Colorado, the Anderson program would make the Paonia project on the 
western slope a new start with $3 million in funds and incresse the Colbran 
project appropriation by $2 million, from $3,281,000 to $5,281,000. 
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EXHIBIT 5 
LETTER FROM SENATOR KNOWLAND (CALIFORNIA) 


Unirep States SENATE, 
CoMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
March 10, 1958. 
Hon. Ciinton M. ANDERSON, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Irrigation and Reclamation, 
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. CuarrMaAn: My attention has been called to the request 
of the department of water resources, Shasta County, Calif., for early 
approval of the Cow Creek unit of the Trinity River project, as out- 
lined in the enclosed correspondence. Your consideration will be very 
much appreciated. 

With many thanks, 

Sincerely yours, 
Wituram F. Know.anp. 


SHasta County Boarp oF SUPERVISORS, 
Redding, Calif., February 24, 1958. 


Senator Cuinton M. ANDERSON, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Irrigation and Reclamation, 
Committee on Intervor and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Senator ANDERSON: It has come to our attention that your 
subcommittee is presently compiling a list of reclamation projects 
on which construction might be speeded up in the event the national 
economy calls for an increase in public-works expenditures. As you 
know, these projects are wealth-creating and rev venue-producing proj- 
ects which are far superior from the standpoint of investment to many 
other types of public works. 

This county has as its major industry the production of lumber 
and wood products. The tight-money policy has had its effect on 
home building and has adversely affected the local economy as a 
result of substantial reduction in the demand for lumber. 

We believe that a review by your committee staff of conditions in 
Shasta County would support a speedup of authorized reclamation 
works now under construction. Additional funds have been made 
available for the main features of the Trinity River project, although 
these could be constructed more economically if more funds could be 
made available. The county water resources department is par- 
ticularly interested, however, in the Cow Creek unit of the Trinity 
River division of the Central Valley project, which would make 
possible the irrigation of some 20, 000 acres immediately east of the 
city of Redding. The Cow Cree k unit was authorized by the act of 


6 








ACCELERATED RECLAMATION PROGRAM 7 


August 12, 1955 (69 Stat. 719). A water district has been formed 
and the people of the area are eager to negotiate the necessary repay- 
ment contracts to get construction started. 

We have long been aware of your deep interest in reclamation 
problems in the West; we appreciate your present interest in the 
areas which have suffered economically; and we hope that your sub- 
committee will find it possible to support our efforts to get some 
work started on the facilities to serve the Cow Creek unit at an early 
date. Perhaps a beginning point would be to discuss the subject 
fully with the Commissioner of Reclamation prior to the hearings on 
the Interior appropriations bill. 

Respectfully yours, 
A. T. Jessen, Chairman. 

Copies to: 

Senator Knowland. 
Senator Kuchel. 
Bernard Bellport. 
Shasta County clerk. 








EXHIBIT 6 
LETTER FROM SENATOR CASE (SOUTH DAKOTA) 


Unirep Srates SENATE, 
ComMITTEE ON Pusiic Works, 
Washington, D. C., March 18, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Senator Murray: [| have read with interest your letter dated 
March 14, 1958, to the Honorable Clinton P. Anderson, chairman of 
the Subcommittee on Irrigation and Reclamation, congratulating him 
upon the accelerated reclamation construction program which he 
submitted to the majority leader, Senator Lyndon Johnson. 

In going over the projects suggested for the various States, it seemed 
to me that there should be added for South Dakota the following: 

1. A dam and reservoir on Bad River near Philip, or on the 
north fork of Cottonwood Creek, which is a tributary of the Bad 
River. 

2. A dam and reservoir on the White River near Weta. 

3. Immediate steps to implement water distribution from 
Randall Reservoir for the areas near Platte, Lake Andes, and 
other towns in Charles Mix, Bon Homme, and Yankton Counties 
below Randall Dam. 

4. Pumping projects along the Missouri River in Hughes 
County below Oahe Dam. 

From my personal knowledge of the areas, I think all of these are 
practical projects which could be developed at this time with the 
additional benefit of providing jobs over and above the benefits in- 
herent in water-conservation projects. 

Sincerely yours, 


Francis Cass, 
United States Senator. 








EXHIBIT 7 
Letter and Telegram to Secretary of the Interior 


Fepruary 10, 1958. 
Hon. Freperick A. SEATON, 
Secretary of the Interior, 
Department of the Interior, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Secretary: Enclosed is a copy of a news release on 
the subject of having an accelerated reclamation construction pro- 
gram ready to go in the event unemployment in western areas con- 
tinues to become an even greater menace to the stability of the 
economy of this area. As you probably recall, I was a WPA director 
for New Mexico during the thirties and that experience impressed 
on me the necessity for preparedness for action programs in the 
event of emergencies to provide employment on worthy public works 
projects. 

As chairman of the Subcommittee on Irrigation and Reclamation 
of the Senate Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, I am initiating 
a survey and analysis of reclamation developments that can be 
gotten underway promptly in the 17 Western States, particularly in 
sensitive labor unemployment areas. Preliminary to this survey, I 
am asking the Secretary of Labor and the Secretary of Agriculture 
to spot those particular areas in the West where unemployment 
already exists and where there are indications of an increasing number 
of workers to be out of jobs. 

Your cooperation, through the Bureau of Reclamation, is requested 
in furnishing me information in tabular form with narrative explana- 
tion in the categories indicated with respect to reclamation construc- 
tion which contributes to permanent economic stability and makes 
repayments, directly and indirectly, to the Federal Treasury as 
follows 

Projects authorized and under construction, together with 
(a) available and (6) additional funds required to accelerate work 
with forecast of additional employment on-site and off-site 
possible. Current employment should be indicated. 

2. Projects authorized (a) where plans and specifications are 
available or underway and (6) the funds required to get work 
underway; and (c) employment potentials on-site and off-site. 

Projects where field investigations have progressed to a 
point that immediate authorization proposals are feasible, to- 
gether with estimates of funds required and employment poten- 
tials on-site and off-site. 

The data should include in the several categories not only conven- 
tional irrigation and multiple-purpose projects under the reclamation 
law, but rehabilitation and betterment proposals and small project 
developments under a loan program. In each instance, the on-site 
employment potentials are a material factor. 
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The material should be prepared without regard to current budg- 
etary considerations or the timing of requests for funds. Benefit- 
cost ratios should be given, and it may be informative to indicate 
funds that would be required to speed up investigations, design and 
specification work, as well as what amounts would be immediately 
needed. Estimated total project costs in addition to annual require- 
ments for first, second, and third years might be tabulated. 

Where authorization of projects is pending, these should be treated 
in the third category set forth above. 

I am sure you will appreciate the urgency of expediting the prepa- 
ration of this information and issues appropriate instructions for at 
least prelimininary data to be in my hands by February 17. Refine- 
ments may follow with narrative details. 

As I have indicated, the Department of Labor and the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture are being requested to furnish information as to 
current and potential sensitive employment areas in the West by 
February 17. Their information will be correlated with the reclama- 
tion employment potentials. 

Sincerely, 
Curnton P. ANDERSON, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Irrigation and Reclamation. 


Copy to Mr. Dominy, Bureau of Reclamation. 





SenaTE ComMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
February 26, 1958. 
Freperick A. SEATON, 
Secretary of the Interior, Department of the Interior, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Confirming telephone conversation with my secretary, please refer 
to my letter of February 10 to you requesting data on an accelerated 
reclamation program by February 17. 

On February 14, Acting Secretary Chilson advised me material 
was being assembled and would be forwarded ‘‘as soon as possible.” 

Will appreciate very much your having this material forwarded to 
me by messenger with advice as to when I may expect it. 

Cuinton P. ANDERSON, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Irrigation and Reclamation, Sen- 
ate Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

Norr.—The responses to the foregoing letter and telegram did not 
contain any suggestion as to how the reclamation construction pro- 
gram could be accelerated. ‘The list of projects submitted by the 
Department are included in exhibit 1-A together with the amounts 
in the regular budget estimates for fiscal year 1959. 
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